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DETAILED ACTION 
Introduction 

1 . The following is a non-final office action in response to the communications 
received on September 12, 2006. Claims 4-10 and 37-43 are now pending in this 
application. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
September 12, 2006 has been entered. 

Response to Amendments 

3. Applicants 1 amendments to claims 4 and 10 are acknowledged. Applicants 1 
cancellation of claims 1-3 and 1 1-36 is acknowledged. New claims 37-43 are 
acknowledged. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicants' arguments filed on September 12, 2006 have been fully considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claim 43 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
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required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claim 43 appears to be 
dependant on claim 37. As a dependant claim of claim 37, claim 43 should be a system 
claim. However, it appears that claim 43 is attempting to switch statutory classes, 
rendering claim 43 as an improper dependant claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4-10 and 37-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bhaskaran et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6157915). 

As per claim 4, Bhaskaran teaches: 
The system set forth in claim 37, wherein: 

The model further includes representations of further information (see column 5 
lines 25-40; where the model includes documents that contain further information.); 
and 

The interface permits the person to access the further information (see column 6 
lines 24-45; where access control for each of the entities is set such that the entities 
can access and provide information for their relevant role.). 

As per claim 5, Bhaskaran teaches: 

The system set forth in claim 4 wherein: 
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The interface further permits the collaborator to modify the further information 
(see column 5 lines 50-67 and column 6 lines 1-45; where access to the model entity 
are set forth through the graphical user interface. The collaborator with the proper 
permissions can add, change, or modify the business scenarios.) 

As per claims 6-10, Bhaskaran does not expressly teach the specific data of "a 
document", "a message", "an alert", "a reminder", or "a discussion"; however, these 
differences are only found in the non-functional descriptive material and are not 
functionally involved in the steps recited nor do they alter the recited structural 
elements. The recited method steps would be performed the same regardless of the 
specific data. Further, the structural elements remain the same regardless of the 
specific data. Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention 
from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 
USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed 
Cir. 1994); MPEP 9 2106. 

As per claim 37, Bhaskaran teaches: 

A system for supporting management of a collaborative activity by persons 
involved therein, the persons not being specialists in information technology and the 
system comprising: 

A representation of a model of the collaborative activity (see column 3 lines 42- 
59 and figure 1 ; where a model for a collaborative activity is disclosed. The activity 
in this example is the supply chain for computer storage products.), the model of the 
collaborative activity including model entities that are organized into hierarchies and 
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provide access to information concerning the collaborative activity (see column 3 
lines 42-59 and figure 1; where the model entities are organized in a hierarchical 
model in order to coordinate the workflow between the entities.), 
The model entities having types including: 

A goal model entity type, model entities of the type representing goals and/or 
projects of the collaborative activity (see column 3 lines 60-67, column 4 lines 14-29, 
and figures 1 and 5; where the goal entity is the distributor. All other entities on this 
model promote work until it reaches the goal entity the distributor.) and 

An initiative model entity type, model entities of the type serving to relate goal 
model entities across the model (see column 3 lines 60-67, column 4 lines 14-29, 
and figures 1 and 5; where sub-assemblers and final assemblers are initiative model 
entity types that feed final products to the goal entity the distributors.), and 

The hierarchies including 

A goal hierarchy whose members include at least one goal model entity, a given 
goal model entity belonging to only a single goal hierarchy (see column 3 lines 60- 
67, column 4 lines 14-29, and figures 1 and 5; where the goal entity is the distributor. 
All other entities on this model promote work until it reaches the goal entity the 
distributor.) and 

An initiative hierarchy whose members include at least one initiative model entity, 
each initiative model entity being capable of having as children one or more initiative 
model entities and/or one or more goal model entities from one or more of the goal 
hierarchies (see column 3 lines 60-67, column 4 lines 14-29, and figures 1 and 5; 
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where sub-assemblers and final assemblers are initiative model entity types that 
feed final products to the goal entity the distributors. Final assemblers have children 
entities, such as the sub-assembler entities.); and 

A graphical user interface for the system which the processor provides to the 
persons, the graphical user interface permitting a person of the persons to perform 
operations on a model entity including creating, modifying, and/or deleting the model 
entity, assigning the model entity to a parent in the hierarchy, accessing and/or 
modifying the information concerning the collaborative activity via the model entity, 
and viewing model entities in a hierarchy of the hierarchies to which the model 
entities belong (see column 5 lines 10-49, column 6 lines 7-45, and figures 2-4; 
where a user interface is provided to users of the system. Users with the necessary 
permissions can create, modify, or delete business scenarios. In this case, a 
business scenario is the same as creating, modifying, or deleting a model entity 
included in the business scenario. When creating a business scenario, the user can 
assign parent and child entities to the scenario.). 

Bhaskaran fails to explicitly teach "the representation being accessible to a 
processor". Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well-known in the art to 
submit a model to be executed by a processor. The advantage of submitting a model to 
a processor is that it expedites the processing of the model. It would have been 
obvious, to one of ordinary skill in the art, to submit a model to a processor in order to 
expedite the processing of the model, which is a goal of Bhaskaran (see column 1 lines 
33-39). 
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As per claim 38, Bhaskaran teaches: 

The system for supporting management of a collaborative activity set forth in 
claim 37 wherein: 

The model entity types further include a domain model entity type, model entities 
of the type serving to relate goal hierarchies across the model (see column 3 lines 
60-67, column 4 lines 14-29, and figures 1 and 5; where sub-assemblers and final 
assemblers are domain model entity types that feed final products to the goal entity 
the distributors.); and 

The hierarchies further include a domain hierarchy whose members include at 
least one domain model entity, each in domain model entity being capable of having 
as children one or more domain model entities and/or one or more goal hierarchies 
(see column 3 lines 60-67, column 4 lines 14-29, and figures 1 and 5; where sub- 
assemblers and final assemblers are domain model entity types that feed final 
products to the goal entity the distributors. Final assemblers have children entities, 
such as the sub-assembler entities.). 

As per claim 39, Bhaskaran teaches a graphical user interface displaying entities 
of the hierarch (see column 5 lines 10-49, column 6 lines 7-45, and figures 2-4; where a 
user interface is provided to users of the system. Users with the necessary permissions 
can create, modify, or delete business scenarios. In this case, a business scenario is 
the same as creating, modifying, or deleting a model entity included in the business 
scenario. When creating a business scenario, the user can assign parent and child 
entities to the scenario.). However, Bhaskaran does not expressly disclose wherein "a 
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simultaneously visible second part in which a model entity selected by the user from the 
hierarchy is viewed". However, a second visible part which shows specific detailed 
information from the first visible part is old and well known in the art. The "a 
simultaneously visible second part in which a model entity selected by the user from the 
hierarchy is viewed" is mere design choice and does not affect the underlying 
functionality associated with the system. See MPEP §2144.04, IV, section B. The 
advantage of this feature is that it increases a user's efficiency in using the system by 
providing general and specific information simultaneously. It would have been obvious, 
at the time of the invention, to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the feature of 
"a simultaneously visible second part in which a model entity selected by the user from 
the hierarchy is viewed" to Bhaskaran in order increase the efficiency that a user can 
use the system, which is a goal of Bhaskaran (see column 1 lines 33-39) 
As per claim 40, Bhaskaran teaches: 

The system for supporting management of a collaborative activity set forth in 
claim 37 wherein: 

Any of the model entities is capable of providing access to information 
concerning the collaborative activity (see column 6 lines 24-45; where access control 
for each of the entities is set such that the entities can access and provide 
information for their relevant role.). 

As per claim 41, Bhaskaran teaches: 

The system for supporting management of a collaborative activity set forth in 
claim 37 wherein the system further comprises: 
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Access control information accessible to the processor, the access control 
information controlling access by individual ones of the persons to individual ones of 
the model entities (see column 6 lines 24-45; where access control for each of the 
entities is set such that the entities can access and provide information for their 
relevant role.); 

The operations which the graphical user interface performs for a given person on 
a given model entity are determined by the access control information for the given 
person and the given model entity (see column 6 lines 24-45; where access control 
for each of the entities is set such that the entities can access and provide 
information for their relevant role.); and 

The operations which the graphical user interface will perform include controlling 
access to the model entity (see column 5 lines 50-67 and column 6 lines 1-45; where 
access to the model entity are set forth through the graphical user interfeace.). 

As per claim 42, Bhaskaran teaches: 

The system for supporting management of a collaborative activity set forth in 
claim 37 wherein: 

The operations which the graphical user interface performs includes viewing 
model entities as ordered by a value in the information concerning the collaborative 
activity to which the model entities give access (see column 6 lines 24-45; where the 
graphical interface sets forth the entities order by value of the information. The 
example given describes the order from one end of a supply chain starting at a 
supplier all the way to the goal entity the distributor.). 
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As per claim 43, Bhaskaran teaches: 

A data storage device, the data storage device being characterized in that: 
The data storage device contains a program which, when executed in a 
computer system, implements the system set forth in claim 37 (see column 2 lines 
57-67, column 3 lines 1-5, and column 5 lines 1-11; where all of the collaborative 
information can be stored on proprietary databases.) 



8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kalyan K. Deshpande whose telephone number is (571) 
272-5880. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on (571) 272-6729. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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